INDEX 


ABUSE OF WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS. See Habeas Corpus. 


ACCOUNTANT-CLIENT PRIVILEGE. See Internal Revenue Code, 
3. 


ACQUITTAL OF FIREARMS OFFENSE AS AFFECTING FORFEIT- 
URE ACTION. See Constitutional Law, II. 


AGENCY RECORDS. See Freedom of Information Act. 


AIR FORCE INVESTIGATION OF PLANE CRASH. See Freedom of 
Information Act. 


ANTITRUST ACTS. 

Termination of wholesaler’s distributorship—Price-fixing conspiracy— 
Standard of proof.—In an action under Sherman Act by respondent, a dis- 
count wholesale distributor of products manufactured by petitioner, which 
allegedly terminated respondent’s distributorship pursuant to a price- 
fixing conspiracy with some of its other distributors, Court of Appeals 
applied an incorrect standard of proof in permitting a price-fixing agree- 
ment to be inferred from other distributors’ complaints about respondent’s 
price-cutting practices, or from fact that termination occurred “in response 
to” such complaints; however, under proper standard of proof, evidence 
created a jury issue as to whether respondent’s distributorship was termi- 
nated pursuant to a price-fixing conspiracy, and thus Court of Appeals 
properly affirmed District Court’s judgment for respondent based on jury 
finding that termination resulted from such a conspiracy. Monsanto Co. 
v. Spray-Rite Service Corp., p. 752. 


ARBITRATION. See United States Arbitration Act. 
ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, IX. 


ATTORNEY’S FEES. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees Awards Act of 
1976. 


AUTHORS’ LIABILITY FOR LIBEL IN MAGAZINE ARTICLES. 
See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


BANKRUPTCY. 


Collective-bargaining agreement—Rejection by debtor-in-possession.— 
Section 365(a) of Bankruptcy Code—which provides that, subject to Bank- 
ruptcy Court’s approval, trustee may assume or reject “any executory 
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BANKRUPTCY—Continued. 


contract” of debtor—includes collective-bargaining agreements subject to 
National Labor Relations Act, and Bankruptcy Court should permit rejec- 
tion of such an agreement if debtor shows that agreement burdens estate 
and that equities favor rejection; a debtor-in-possession does not commit 
an unfair labor practice when it unilaterally rejects or modifies a collective- 
bargaining agreement before approval by Bankruptcy Court. NLRB v. 
Bildisco & Bildisco, p. 513. 


BOUNDARIES OF INDIAN RESERVATIONS. See Cheyenne River 
Act. 


BRIBERY. See Criminal Law. 
BUSINESS RECORDS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 


CALIFORNIA. See Constitutional Law, I; United States Arbitration 
Act. 


CAMDEN, N. J. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, I; Habeas 
Corpus. 
CHEYENNE RIVER ACT. 

Indian reservation—Diminishment of boundaries—State-court jurisdic- 
tion.—Act—which authorized Secretary of Interior to sell for homestead- 
ing a specified portion of Cheyenne River Sioux Reservation located in 
South Dakota—did not diminish boundaries of reservation, and thus a 
South Dakota court lacked jurisdiction over member cf Cheyenne River 
Sioux Tribe who had been convicted in that court of attempted rape occur- 
ring on opened portion of reservation. Solem v. Bartlett, p. 463. 
CHRISTMAS DISPLAY ERECTED BY CITY. See Constitution 

* Law, V. . 
CIRCUIT JUSTICE’S JURISDICTION. See Stays, 2. 

CITY CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 
CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1871. 

State-court judgment—Preclusive effect in federal-court action.—In 
petitioner teacher’s federal-court action under 42 U. S. C. § 1983—alleging 
that respondent school board violated her constitutional rights in refusing 
to renew her employment—her earlier Ohio court judgment for breach of 
contract has same claim preclusive effect with respect to her § 1983 claim 
that such judgment would have in Ohio courts. Migra v. Warren City 
School Dist. Bd. of Ed., p. 75. 

CIVIL RIGHTS ATTORNEY’S FEES AWARDS ACT OF 1976. 


Award of fees—Calculation of amount.—Under Act’s provision allowing 
award of a “reasonable attorney’s fee” to prevailing party in a federal civil 
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CIVIL RIGHTS ATTORNEY’S FEES AWARDS ACT—Continued. 


rights action, “reasonable” fees are to be calculated according to prevailing 
market rates in relevant community, not according to cost of providing 
legal services, regardless of whether prevailing party is represented by 
private profitmaking attorneys or nonprofit legal aid organizations; where 
respondent prevailed in her action challenging certain procedures utilized 
for termination of Medicaid benefits, District Court—after concluding that 
hours expended and rates charged by her attorneys were reasonable— 
abused its discretion in awarding 50% “upward adjustment” in fee. Blum 
v. Stenson, p. 886. 


CLAIM PRECLUSIVE EFFECT OF STATE-COURT JUDGMENT IN 
FEDERAL-COURT ACTION. See Civil Rights Act of 1871. 


COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL. See Constitutional Law, II. 

COLLATERAL ORDERS. See Jurisdiction, 2. 

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING. See Bankruptcy; Constitutional Law, 
IV, 1; VI; National Labor Relations Act. 


COLLEGES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VI; Education Amend- 
ments of 1972. 


COMMERCE CLAUSE. See United States Arbitration Act. 


COMPARATIVE PROPORTIONALITY REVIEW OF DEATH SEN- 
TENCE. See Constitutional Law, I. 


“CONCERTED ACTIVITIES” OF EMPLOYEES. See National 
Labor Relations Act. 


CONFESSIONS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; IX, 1. 
CONSPIRACY TO FIX PRICES. See Antitrust Acts. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Civil Rights Act of 1871; Educa- 
tion Amendments of 1972; Internal Revenue Code, 1; Jurisdiction, 
1; United States Arbitration Act. 


I. Cruel and Unusual Punishment. 


Death sentence—Comparative proportionality review.—Eighth Amend- 
ment does not require, as an invariable rule in every case, that a state 
appellate court, before it affirms a death sentence, compare sentence 
with penalties imposed in similar cases if requested to do so by prisoner. 
Pulley v. Harris, p. 37. 


II. Double Jeopardy. 

Acquittal of firearms offense—Effect on forfeiture action.—A gun own- 
er’s acquittal on criminal charges involving firearms does not preclude, 
under principles of either double jeopardy or collateral estoppel, a sub- 
sequent in rem forfeiture proceeding against those firearms under 18 














1310 INDEX 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


U. S. C. §924(d). United States v. One Assortment of 89 Firearms, 
p. 354. 
III. Due Process. 

1. Diversity libel action—Federal jurisdiction.—Where petitioner, a 
New York resident, brought a libel suit in Federal District Court in New 
Hampshire against an Ohio corporation that published a national magazine, 
alleging jurisdiction by reason of diversity of citizenship and seeking 
nationwide damages, regular circulation of publisher’s magazine in New 
Hampshire was sufficient to support personal jurisdiction over publisher in 
action based on contents of magazine, and thus Due Process Clause was not 
violated. Keeton v. Hustler Magazine, Inc., p. 770. 

2. Libel action—State-court jurisdiction over nonresidents.—Where re- 
spondent, a professional entertainer who lived and whose television career 
was centered in California, brought suit in a California court, claiming that 
she had been libeled in an article written and edited in Florida by petition- 
ers, Florida residents, and published in a national magazine having its larg- 
est circulation in California, jurisdiction over petitioners in California was 
proper because of their intentional conduct in Florida allegedly calculated 
to cause injury to respondent in California, and thus Due Process Clause 
was not violated. Calder v. Jones, p. 783. 

IV. Equal Protection of the Laws. 

1. College faculty—Nonunion members—Right to “meet and confer” 
with employer.—Where Minnesota statute (1) authorizes state employees 
to bargain collectively and grants professional employees, such as college 
faculty, right to “meet and confer” with employer on employment matters 
that are outside scope of mandatory bargaining, but (2) provides that, if 
professional employees have selected a bargaining representative, em- 
ployer may “meet and confer” only with representative on nonmandatory 
bargaining matters, exclusion from “meet and confer” sessions of appellee 
college faculty members who were not members of association that was 
exclusive bargaining representative of faculty did not deny appellees 
equal protection of laws. Minnesota State Bd. for Community Colleges v. 
Knight, p. 271. 

2. Social Security Act—Spousal benefits—Sex discrimination.—Equal 
protection principles are not violated by sex-based classification in Social 
Security Act provision creating exception from requirement that spousal 
benefits based on wage earner’s retirement or disability be reduced by 
amount of Federal or State Government pension received by applicant, 
for spouses who were eligible to receive benefits prior to December 1982 
and who would have qualified under pre-1977 law, which required that 
husbands and widowers (but not wives and widows) demonstrate depen- 
dency on their spouses; appellee, a nondependent husband seeking spousal 
benefits unreduced by his Government pension benefits, had standing to 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


maintain action challenging constitutionality of pension offset provisions. 
Heckler v. Mathews, p. 728. 


V. Establishment of Religion. 


City’s Christmas display—Inclusion of Nativity scene.—City’s inclusion 
of a créche or Nativity scene in its annual Christmas display—erected in a 
park owned by a nonprofit organization and located in city’s shopping dis- 
trict—did not violate Establishment Clause. Lynch v. Donnelly, p. 668. 


VI. Freedom of Association and Speech. 


College faculty—Nonunion members—Right to “meet and confer” with 
employer.—Where Minnesota statute (1) authorizes state employees to 
bargain collectively and grants professional employees, such as college 
faculty, right to “meet and confer” with employer on employment matters 
that are outside scope of mandatory bargaining, but (2) provides that, 
if professional employees have selected a bargaining representative, em- 
ployer may “meet and confer” only with representative on nonmandatory 
bargaining matters, “meet and confer” provisions did not violate freedom 
of association and speech rights of appellee college faculty members who 
were not members of association that was exclusive bargaining represent- 
ative of faculty. Minnesota State Bd. for Community Colleges v. Knight, 
p. 271. 


VII. Privilege Against Self-Incrimination. 


1. Confessions—Statements made to probation officer.—Where (1) after 
conviction of a sex-related crime in a state court, respondent was given a 
suspended prison sentence and placed on probation, (2) his probation offi- 
cer learned from a treatment counselor that respondent had admitted to an 
unrelated rape and murder, and (8) upon subsequent questioning by proba- 
tion officer and without having received Miranda warnings, respondent 
admitted that he had committed rape and murder, Fifth and Fourteenth 
Amendments did not prohibit introduction into evidence of respondent’s 
admissions to probation officer in respondent’s subsequent murder pros- 
ecution. Minnesota v. Murphy, p. 420. 


2. Grand jury subpoenas—Production of business records.—Where 
during a federal grand jury investigation subpoenas were served on 
respondent owner of sole proprietorships demanding production of certain 
business records of several of his companies, respondent was not entitled 
to have subpoenas quashed on asserted ground that contents of sub- 
poenaed records were privileged under Fifth Amendment; however, act 
of producing records was privileged, and such act could not be compelled 
without a statutory grant of use immunity pursuant to 18 U. S. C. §§ 6002 
and 6003. United States v. Doe, p. 605. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
VIII. Privileges and Immunities Clause. 


City construction projects—Discrimination against nonresidents—Va- 
lidity of ordinance.—Camden ordinance—approved by New Jersey Treas- 
ury Department—requiring that at least 40% of employees of contractors 
and subcontractors working on city construction projects be Camden resi- 
dents is subject to strictures of Privileges and Immunities Clause, and 
determination of whether ordinance violates Clause must be made under 
appropriate constitutional standard. United Building & Construction 
Trades Council v. Mayor and Council of Camden, p. 208. 


IX. Right to Counsel. 

1. Police interrogation—Accused’s assertion of right—Retroactivity of 
Edwards v. Arizona.—Where (1) state court, in a trial resulting in respond- 
ent’s manslaughter conviction, refused to suppress his incriminating state- 
ments made in interrogations initiated by police after he had been arrested 
and had invoked his right to counsel, (2) after affirmance of conviction, 
Federal District Court denied habeas corpus relief, and (3) while appeal 
to Federal Court of Appeals was pending, this Court held in Edwards 
v. Arizona, 451 U. S. 477, that once a suspect has invoked his right to 
counsel, any subsequent conversation with police must be initiated by him, 
Court of Appeals erred in applying Edwards retroactively in evaluating 
constitutionality of police conduct in this case. Solem v. Stumes, p. 638. 


2. Self-representation—Standby counsel.—Where (1) respondent was 
permitted to proceed pro se at his state robbery trial, (2) trial court 
appointed standby counsel to assist him, and (3) he frequently changed 
his mind regarding standby counsel’s role, respondent’s Sixth Amendment 
right to conduct his own defense was not violated, since it appeared that he 
was allowed to make his own appearances as he saw fit and that standby 
counsel’s unsolicited involvement was held within reasonable limits. 
McKaskle v. Wiggins, p. 168. 


X. States’ Immunity from Suit.' 

State officials’ violation of state law—Federal-court action.—In a fed- 
eral-court class action alleging that conditions at a state institution for 
mentally retarded violated class member patients’ rights under a state 
statute, as well as their federal constitutional and statutory rights, Elev- 
enth Amendment prohibited District Court from ordering state officials to 
conform their conduct to state law. Pennhurst State School and Hospital 
v. Halderman, p. 89. 


CONTEMPT. See Stays, 2. 


CORPORATE OFFICERS AS “PUBLIC OFFICIALS.” See Criminal 
Law. 


COUNTY COUNCIL ELECTIONS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965. 
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COURTS OF APPEALS. See Jurisdiction. 


CRECHE IN CITY’S CHRISTMAS DISPLAY. See Constitutional 
Law, V. 
CRIMINAL LAW. See also Cheyenne River Act; Constitutional Law, 
I; II; VII, 1; IX; Habeas Corpus; Jurisdiction, 2; Stays, 1. 
Bribery—“Public officials”—Corporate officers administering federal 
grants to city.—Where a city that received federal grants under Housing 
and Community Development Act of 1974 for urban renewal programs 
designated a social service corporation to be city’s subgrantee in charge 
of administration of federal grants, officers of such corporation who were 
responsible for expenditure of federal funds were “public officials” within 
meaning of 18 U. S. C. § 201(a) and thus were subject to prosecution under 
federal bribery statute. Dixson v. United States, p. 482. 


CRUEL AND UNUSUAL PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, I. 


CUSTODIAL INTERROGATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; 
IX, 1. 


CUSTOMS SERVICE’S DETENTION OF PROPERTY. See Federal 
Tort Claims Act. 


DEATH OF PLAINTIFF AS MOOTING CASE. See Rehabilitation 
Act of 1973. 


DEATH PENALTY. See Constitutional Law, I; Habeas Corpus. 


DEBTOR-IN-POSSESSION’S REJECTION OF COLLECTIVE- 
BARGAINING AGREEMENT. See Bankruptcy. 


DEFAMATION. See Constitutional Law, III. 
DISABILITY BENEFITS CLAIMS. See Stays, 3. 


DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION. See Freedom of Information 
Act; Internal Revenue Code, 3. 


DISCRIMINATION AGAINST HANDICAPPED PERSONS. See 
Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 


DISCRIMINATION AGAINST NONRESIDENTS OF CITY. See 
Constitutional Law, VIII. 


DISCRIMINATION BASED ON SEX. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; 
Education Amendments of 1972; Jurisdiction, 1. 


DISCRIMINATION IN EDUCATION. See Education Amendments 
of 1972. 


DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT. See Rehabilitation Act of 
1973. 


DISCRIMINATION IN VOTING. See Voting Rights Act of 1965. 
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DISQUALIFICATION OF DEFENSE COUNSEL. See Jurisdiction, 2. 
DISTRICT COURTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1. 

DIVERSITY JURISDICTION. See Constitutional Law, III, 1. 
DOUBLE JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, II. 

DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, III. 


EDUCATION AMENDMENTS OF 1972. 


Sex discrimination in education—F ederal financial assistance to college 
students—Coverage of college.—Although a private college accepted no 
direct federal assistance under Title IX of Amendments, which prohibits 
sex discrimination in any education program receiving federal financial 
assistance, its program for student financial assistance was covered by 
Title IX because some of its students received direct federal grants, and 
college’s refusal to execute a proper program-specific Assurance of Compli- 
ance with Title IX’s nondiscrimination provisions warranted termination 
of federal assistance to student financial aid program; requiring college 
to comply with Title IX as a condition for its continued participation in 
program infringed no First Amendment rights of college or its students. 
Grove City College v. Bell, p. 555. 


EIGHTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I. 
ELECTIONS. See Voting Rights Act of 1965. 


EMPLOYEES’ REFUSAL TO OPERATE UNSAFE EQUIPMENT. 
See National Labor Relations Act. 


EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VI; 
National Labor Relations Act; Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 


EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 
EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
ESTABLISHMENT OF RELIGION. See Constitutional Law, V. 


“EXECUTORY CONTRACTS” FOR PURPOSES OF BANKRUPTCY 
LAWS. See Bankruptcy. 


FEDERAL APPROVAL OF STATE ELECTION LAWS. See Voting 
Rights Act of 1965. 


FEDERAL GIFT TAXES. See Internal Revenue Code, 2. 
FEDERAL INCOME TAXES. See Internal Revenue Code, 1. 
FEDERAL JUDGES’ CRIMINAL LIABILITY. See Stays, 1. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Cheyenne River Act; Civil 
Rights Act of 1871; Constitutional Law, X; United States Arbitra- 
tion Act; Voting Rights Act of 1965. 
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FEDERAL TORT CLAIMS ACT. 

Injury to property while in Customs Service’s custody—Government’s 
liability.—In petitioner’s damages action against Government under Act 
to recover for alleged injury to his property while it was in Customs 
Service’s custody, recovery was precluded by 28 U. S. C. § 2680(c), which 
exempts from Act’s coverage any claim “arising in respect of” customs 
officer’s detention of goods. Kosak v. United States, p. 848. 

FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II; IV, 2; VII. 
FINAL DECISIONS. See Jurisdiction, 2. 


FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO COLLEGE STUDENTS. See Educa- 
tion Amendments of 1972. 


FIREARMS. See Constitutional Law, II. 

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; V; VI; Educa- 
tion Amendments of 1972. 

FORFEITURE ACTIONS. See Constitutional Law, II. 

FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, III; IV, 1; 
Vi VE Vil, 1. 

FRANCHISE AGREEMENTS. See United States Arbitration Act. 

FREEDOM OF ASSOCIATION. See Constitutional Law, VI. 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT. 


Exemption 5—Airplane crash—Air Force investigation—Pilot’s and air- 
man’s staiemenis.—Confidential unsworn statements made, during Air 
Force’s investigation of airplane crash, by pilot and airman who had rigged 
pilot’s parachute equipment were protected from disclosure to respondent 
designers and manufacturers of plane’s ejection equipment (who were 
being sued by pilot in a damages action) by Exemption 5 of Act. United 
States v. Weber Aircraft Corp., p. 792. 


FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
GIFT TAXES. See Internal Revenue Code, 2. 
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VI. 


GOVERNMENT’S LIABILITY FOR INJURY TO PROPERTY. See 
Federal Tort Claims Act. 


GRAND JURY SUBPOENAS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 
HABEAS CORPUS. 

State prisoner—F ederal-court proceedings—Abuse of writ.—Where ap- 
plicant state prisoner, who sought a stay of execution and review of denial 
of federal-court habeas corpus relief, had been unsuccessful in seeking re- 
lief in earlier federal habeas corpus and state postconviction proceedings, 
lower federal courts properly found that presentation of certain claims for 
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HABEAS CORPUS—Continued. 


first time in instant proceedings constituted abuse of writ of habeas corpus, 
and that ends of justice would not be served by reconsideration of claims 
previously presented on federal habeas. Antone v. Dugger, p. 200. 


HANDICAPPED PERSONS. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 


HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 1974. See 
Criminal Law. 


IMMUNITY FROM PROSECUTION. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 
IMMUNITY OF STATES FROM SUIT. See Constitutional Law, X. 


INCRIMINATING STATEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1; 
IX, 1. 


INDIANS. See Cheyenne River Act. 
INJUNCTIONS. See Internal Revenue Code, 1. 


INSTITUTIONS FOR MENTALLY RETARDED. See Constitutional 
Law, X. 


INTEREST ON STATE OBLIGATIONS. See Internal Revenue 
Code, 1. 
INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. 

1. Exemption for interest on state obligations—Constitutionality of 
Code provisions—Effect of Anti-Injunction Act.—Anti-Injunction Act 
does not bar South Carolina’s action against Secretary of Treasury for 
injunctive relief on asserted ground of unconstitutionality of Code’s pro- 
visions exempting from a taxpayer’s gross income interest earned on a 
State’s “registration-required obligations” only if they are issued in regis- 
tered, rather than bearer, form; it is proper for this Court to exercise 
its discretion in favor of hearing case. South Carolina v. Regan, p. 367. 

2. Gift tax—Interest-free loans.—Where a husband and wife made 
interest-free demand loans to their son and a closely held family corpora- 
tion, loans resulted in taxable gifts, under §§2501(a)(1) and 2511(a) of 
Code, of reasonable value of use of money lent. Dickman v. Commis- 
sioner, p. 330. 

3. IRS summons—Accountant’s workpapers—Accountant-client privi- 
lege.—Where respondent certified public accountant firm, as independent 
auditor for respondent corporation, responsible for reviewing corporation’s 
financial statements as required by federal securities laws, prepared tax 
accrual workpapers relating to corporation’s contingent tax liabilities, such 
workpapers were relevant within meaning of § 7602 of Code (which author- 
izes Internal Revenue Service’s issuance of a summons to examine records 
relevant to a tax inquiry), and were not protected from disclosure to IRS, 
which was conducting a criminal investigation of corporation’s tax returns, 
on asserted ground of a work-product immunity under an accountant-client 
privilege. United States v. Arthur Young & Co., p. 805. 
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INTRA-AGENCY MEMORANDUMS. See Freedom of Information 
Act. 


JOINT DEFENSE COUNSEL. See Jurisdiction, 2. 
JUDGES’ CRIMINAL LIABILITY. See Stays, 1. 


JURISDICTION. See also Cheyenne River Act; Constitutional Law, 
III; Internal Revenue Code, 1; Stays, 2. 

1. Constitutionality of Social Security Act provision—Jurisdiction of 
appeal from District Court judgment.—Where, in respondent’s class ac- 
tion challenging constitutionality of Social Security Act provision requiring 
that gross income and deductions derived from a family business in commu- 
nity property States be attributed to husband unless wife established that 
she exercised substantially all of management and control of business, in 
which case all income was treated as wife’s, District Court held provision 
unconstitutional and ordered certain relief for class, there was no right to 
direct review in this Court under 28 U.S. C. §1252 since petitioner’s 
appeal challenged only District Court’s remedy, and thus Court of Appeals 
erred in dismissing appeal for lack of jurisdiction. Heckler v. Edwards, 
p. 870. 

2. Court of Appeals—District Court order disqualifying defense coun- 
sel.—Where (1) petitioners were indicted by federal grand jury for civil 
rights violations, (2) they retained a law firm to act as joint counsel, (3) 
three of petitioners moved to sever their case from other petitioner’s, and 
(4) District Court granted Government’s motion to disqualify law firm from 
its multiple representation, disqualification order was not immediately 
appealable under 28 U. S. C. §1291, and thus Court of Appeals had no 
jurisdiction to review order prior to entry of final judgment in case. 
Flanagan v. United States, p. 259. 


LABOR UNIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VI. 
LIBEL. See Constitutional Law, III. 
LOANS AS SUBJECT TO GIFT TAX. See Internal Revenue Code, 2. 


MAGAZINE PUBLISHERS’ LIABILITY FOR LIBEL. See Consti- 
tutional Law, III, 1. 


MANUFACTURER’S CONSPIRACY WITH DISTRIBUTORS TO FIX 
PRICES. See Antitrust Acts. 


MEDICAID BENEFITS. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees Awards Act 
of 1976. 


MENTAL INSTITUTIONS. See Constitutional Law, X. 


“MINIMUM CONTACTS” FOR PURPOSES OF JURISDICTION. 
See Constitutional Law, III. 
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MINNESOTA. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VI. 
MOOTNESS. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 


MULTIPLE REPRESENTATION BY DEFENSE COUNSEL. See 
Jurisdiction, 2. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. See also Bankruptcy. 


Collective-bargaining agreement—Truckdriver’s refusal to drive unsafe 
truck—“Concerted activity.”—Where (1) a truckdriver employee of re- 
spondent was discharged when he refused to drive a truck that he believed 
was unsafe, (2) union declined to process his grievance under collective- 
bargaining agreement, which provided that agreement would not be vio- 
lated if employees refused to operate unsafe equipment unless such refusal 
was unjustified, and (3) employee then filed an unfair labor practice charge 
against respondent, National Labor Relations Board reasonably concluded 
that employee’s refusal to drive truck, even though he did not expressly 
refer to bargaining agreement, constituted “concerted activity” within 
meaning of §7 of Act. NLRB v. City Disposal Systems, Inc., p. 822. 


NATIONWIDE TIME LIMITS FOR PROCESSING SOCIAL SECU- 
RITY DISABILITY BENEFITS CLAIMS. See Stays, 3. 


NATIVITY SCENE IN CITY’S CHRISTMAS DISPLAY. See Con- 
stitutional Law, V. 


NONUNION PUBLIC EMPLOYEES’ RIGHT TO MEET WITH EM- 
PLOYER. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VI. 


ORIGINAL JURISDICTION OF SUPREME COURT. See Internal 
Revenue Code, 1. 


POLICE INTERROGATIONS. See Constitutional Law, IX, 1. 


PRECLUSIVE EFFECT OF STATE-COURT JUDGMENT IN 
FEDERAL-COURT ACTION. See Civil Rights Act of 1871. 


PRE-EMPTION OF STATE LAW BY FEDERAL LAW. See United 
States Arbitration Act. 


PRICE FIXING. See Antitrust Acts. 


PRIVILEGE AGAINST SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitu- 
tional Law, VII. 


PRIVILEGED INFORMATION. See Freedom of Information Act; 
Internal Revenue Code, 3. 


PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES CLAUSE. See Constitutional 
Law, VIII. 


PROBATION OFFICERS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1. 
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PROPORTIONALITY OF PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, 
5 


PRO SE DEFENDANTS. See Constitutional Law, IX, 2. 


PUBLIC CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS. See Constitutional Law, 
VIII. 


PUBLIC DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION. See Freedom of In- 
formation Act. 


PUBLIC EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VI. 


“PUBLIC OFFICIAL” SUBJECT TO BRIBERY STATUTES. See 
Criminal Law. 


RAILROAD EMPLOYEES. See Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 


REGIONAL RAIL REORGANIZATION ACT. See Rehabilitation Act 
of 1973. 


REHABILITATION ACT OF 1973. 

Program receiving federal aid—Discrimination in employment—In- 
jured railroad employee.—A suit may be maintained under Act—which 
proscribes discrimination against a handicapped person, solely because 
of his handicap, under any program or activity receiving federal financial 
assistance—by a railroad employee, who lost part of an arm because of 
an accident and who was thereafter refused employment allegedly because 
of his handicap, against petitioner (which was organized under a federal 
Act to acquire and operate insolvent railroads, and which was successor in 
interest of railroad that had employed plaintiff until accident occurred), 
even though petitioner received no federal aid for primary purpose of 
promoting employment; plaintiff’s death after institution of suit did 
not moot case. Consolidated Rail Corporation v. Darrone, p. 624. 


RELIGIOUS DISPLAY ERECTED BY CITY. See Constitutional 
Law, V. 


RESIDENCY REQUIREMENTS. See Constitutional Law, VIII. 


RES JUDICATA. See Civil Rights Act of 1871; Constitutional Law, 
II. 


RETROACTIVITY OF DECISIONS. See Constitutional Law, IX, 1. 
RIGHT OF ASSOCIATION. See Constitutional Law, VI. 

RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, IX. 

SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES. See Stays, 3. 
SECURITIES REGULATION. See Internal Revenue Code, 3. 
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SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, VII; IX, 1. 
SELF-REPRESENTATION. See Constitutional Law, IX, 2. 


SEX DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Education 
Amendments of 1972; Jurisdiction, 1. 


SHERMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts. 


“SINGLE PUBLICATION” RULE IN LIBEL ACTIONS. See Con- 
stitutional Law, III, 1. 


SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, IX, 2. 


SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. See Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees Awards 
Act of 1976; Constitutional Law, IV, 2; Jurisdiction, 1; Stays, 3. 


SOCIAL SECURITY DISABILITY BENEFITS. See Stays, 3. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. See Voting Rights Act of 1965. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. See Cheyenne River Act. 

SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY. See Constitutional Law, X. 


SPOUSAL BENEFITS UNDER SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. See 
Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 


STANDARD OF PROOF OF PRICE-FIXING CONSPIRACIES. See 
Antitrust Acts. 


STANDBY COUNSEL’S ASSISTANCE OF PRO SE DEFENDANT. 
See Constitutional Law, IX, 2. 


STANDING TO SUE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 


STATE-COURT JUDGMENT’S PRECLUSIVE EFFECT IN FED- 
ERAL-COURT ACTION. See Civil Rights Act of 1871. 


STATE-COURT JURISDICTION OVER INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 
See Cheyenne River Act. 


STATE-COURT JURISDICTION OVER NONRESIDENTS IN LIBEL 
ACTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


STATES’ IMMUNITY FROM SUIT. See Constitutional Law, X. 
STAYS. See also Habeas Corpus. 


1. Federal judge—Criminal liability.—Application by a Federal Dis- 
trict Judge to stay federal criminal proceedings against him is denied. 
Claiborne v. United States (REHNQUIST, J., in chambers), p. 1305. 


2. Jurisdiction of Circuit Justice—Application to stay state court’s 
contempt order committing applicants to jail is denied because of Cir- 
cuit Justice’s lack of jurisdiction under 28 U.S. C. §2101(f). Liles v. 
Nebraska (BLACKMUN, J., in chambers), p. 1804. 
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STAYS—Continued. 


3. Social Security disability benefits claims—Time limits.—Application 
to stay District Court’s order—requiring Secretary of Health and Human 
Services to promulgate regulations imposing nationwide time limits for 
processing Social Security disability benefits claims—is granted pending 
timely filing and disposition of a petition for certiorari to review Court of 
Appeals’ judgment affirming District Court order. Heckler v. Blanken- 
ship (O’CoNNOR, J., in chambers), p. 1301. 


SUBPOENAS OF GRAND JURIES. See Constitutional Law, VII, 2. 

SUMMONSES IN TAX INVESTIGATIONS. See Internal Revenue 
Code, 3. 

SUPREMACY CLAUSE. See United States Arbitration Act. 

SUPREME COURT. See also Internal Revenue Code, 1; Jurisdic- 
tion, 1. 

Assignment of Justice Stewart (retired) to the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Sixth Circuit, p. 1074. 
TAXES. See Internal Revenue Code. 


TIME LIMITS FOR PROCESSING SOCIAL SECURITY DISABIL- 
ITY BENEFITS CLAIMS. See Stays, 3. 


UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. See Bankruptcy; National Labor 
Relations Act. 


UNIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VI. 
UNITED STATES ARBITRATION ACT. 


Franchise agreements—E nforcement of arbitration clause.—Act’s pro- 
vision creating right to enforce arbitration clauses in contracts involving 
interstate commerce applies in state courts as well as federal courts, and 
thus California statute requiring judicial consideration of claims under stat- 
ute—such as appellee franchisees’ claims that appellant franchisor of stores 
had violated statute’s disclosure requirements—conflicted with federal Act 
and violated Supremacy Clause, and appellant could enforce arbitration 
clause in franchise agreements. Southland Corp. v. Keating, p. 1. 


UNITED STATES’ LIABILITY FOR INJURY TO PROPERTY. See 
Federal Tort Claims Act. 

UNIVERSITIES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1; VI; Education 
Amendments of 1972. 

URBAN RENEWAL PROGRAMS. See Criminal Law. 

VOTING RIGHTS ACT OF 1965. 


County council elections—Validity of state statute—Federal approval of 
amendment of statute.—Where (1) a 1966 South Carolina statute changed 
form of Edgefield County’s government, establishing a three-member 
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VOTING RIGHTS ACT OF 1965—Continued. 

County Council and dividing county into residency districts for election 
purposes, (2) a i971 amendment of statute, increasing number of residency 
districts and Council members to five, was submitted to Attorney General 
for federal approval pursuant to §5 of Voting Rights Act, and (3) after 
requesting and receiving additional information (including a copy of 1966 
statute), Attorney General stated that he did not object “to the change in 
question,” such lack of objection to amendment cannot be deemed to have 
effect of ratifying changes embodied in 1966 statute. McCain v. Lybrand, 
p. 236. 


WAIVER OF RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, IX, 1. 
WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTORSHIPS. See Antitrust Acts. 


WORDS AND PHRASES. 


1. “Concerted activities.” §7, National Labor Relations Act, 29 
U.S. C. §157. NLRB v. City Disposal Systems, Inc., p. 822. 

2. “Executory contract.” §365(a), Bankruptcy Code, 11 U.S.C. 
§ 365(a) (1982 ed.). NLRB v. Bildisco & Bildisco, p. 513. 

3. “Final decisions of the district courts.” 28 U.S. C. §1291. Flana- 
gan v. United States, p. 259. 


4. “Intra-agency memorandums or letters.” Freedom of Information 
Act, 5 U. S. C. §552(b)(5) (1982 ed.). United States v. Weber Aircraft 


Corp., p. 792. 


5. “Public official.” 18 U.S.C. §201(a). Dixson v. United States, 
p. 482. 

6. “Reasonable attorney’s fee.” Civil Rights Attorney’s Fees Awards 
Act of 1976, 42 U. S. C. § 1988 (1976 ed., Supp. V). Blum v. Stenson, 
p. 886. 


7. “Transfer of property by gift.” §2501(a)(1), Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954, 26 U. S. C. §2501(a)(1). Dickman v. Commissioner, p. 330. 


WORK-PRODUCT DOCTRINE. See Internal Revenue Code, 3. 








